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3:  Potential effects on water supply to the lower Basin states, Indian Tribes, and Mexico; water quality; hydropower production; and recreational facilities are discussed in the EIS.  Determining the effects on individual water users is beyond the scope of the EIS.  Flows to Mexico and potential transboundary effects are discussed in Section 3.16.



4:  Because the proposed action is implementation of interim surplus criteria (surplus has and will be delivered under the No Action Alternative/AOP), Reclamation has determined that analysis of potential indirect effects associated with the use of Colorado River water is outside of the area of potential effect as defined in the EIS and is not within the purview of Reclamation's Federal action or the NEPA process being conducted for interim surplus criteria. The indirect effects analysis from the use of any Colorado River apportionment is the responsibility of the California parties and any other state users.  It should be noted that California's Colorado River depletion has been 600-800 kaf over their 4.4 apportionment for a number of years.  This demand has been met historically through unused apportionment and surplus deliveries.

5:  No significant impacts have been identified that require specific mitigation.  However, Section 3.17 has been added to the FEIS to discuss environmental commitments that Reclamation would commit upon adoption of interim surplus criteria through the Secretary's Record of Decision.


6:  The CAP master contract, through which the Tribes receive water has no guarantee of the availability of water. The Department is of the opinion that the trust asset in this case is the contract the Tribes have for delivery of CAP water. This contract has fully disclosed the potential diminishment of the water. The EIS, in Section 3.14.3 has fully disclosed the impacts of this action to the delivery of CAP water. 

7:  Potential effects in Mexico will be addressed through continued coordination with Mexico.



8:  Comment noted.
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